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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) Kevin M Bernat? ^ 

(2) Kenneth Leeds ^ 
Date of Interview: 04 November ?D(14 

Type: a)p] Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)Q applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . ' 

Claim(s) discussed: a//. 

Identification of prior art discussed: N/A . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)M was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

^ — * -at was agreed to if an agreement was 

^IS^SSSS Slt^ the / Xaminer a ^ eed wouId T ^ Cairns 

allowable is available,' S3 be aUacSedT ^ ^ ^ ^ 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an A*-- ^ ,^^3 

Attachment to a signed Office action. 7- : i — : 

I Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
I?!!!!!?!? Pa -« nt E f r""" 9 Procedure < MPEP >- Sec «°n 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



. . . Paragraph (b) 

ah h„cin« e «,:*h #h q i . t j 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 



requirements for wh,ch .nterv.ew recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812 01 of the Manual of PmSSSopSS£ 

-™ 

Tnntente ™™ ™ e * S. ummar y Fonm shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file and listed on the 
Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attornevor aopnnl thi 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ ^Jrhr^n?nf^ ether f agreemer \ t was reached and if so - a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

Note:Agreementastoal,^ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

fl A brirfri/JrinZ nf ^f 0 " 1 the s ^ anc * of a "y intervi ew should include at least the following applicable items: 
1 A bnef description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 
an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SSISSSST of a substance nature discussed, unless these are a.ready described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Innirf T T ?/ r f men, f " eed not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments madTto tte 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may Se tolnEfize and ftX 

n ■ "I 086 a ! 9Um T WhiCh he ° r She feels were or m '9 ht be P ersuasiv * 'o theWheO * 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> meSnS: ™ * ° UlC °™ ° f the Un,6SS already described in the lnterview Su ™ary Form completed by 

accurate, 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement IZb^J^^VL^ T* 0 ™ °f T* 50 ^ the examiner should send a letter settin 9 fo rth the examiner's version of the 
ra^recorgr 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was aqreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: the Examiner indicated that the de^^sSSte?bt Mr Bp*™ 

Z«£ZwTS£ th Hn Sh0Win ?h th p Abarra 6t aL referenCe did n0t to^cniele^ 0 
steady state (or 90 /o thereof). However, the Examiner indicated that the declaration appeared to indicate that th* 

dynamic coercmty of the lower magnetic layer was a critical feature of the claimed S ^iff 5S££ 

recommended amending the claims to incorporate a range in the dynamic coercivity of >0 to 2500 Oe f Scants 

indicated that whHe the dynamic coercivity influenced the time to reach steady state! rtwas The tim ^toreach Sv 

state wh.ch was the critical feature and suggested incorporating the time to reach steady state f fcEttoZSiSS? 



